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Tackling the farming i 
crisis - together 


With UK agriculture descending into a 
deepening spiral of seemingly endless 
crises, as disease outbreak 
follows food scare, the 
supermarkets consolidate 
their grip on the food chain 
and thousands of small 
farmers are pushed over the 
brink of survival, here at 
Corporate Watch we have been 
searching for ways to work 
with farmers in the interests of the 
countryside and against the all-devouring 
agribusinesses and superstores. 

Concern has long been expressed in 
activist circles about industrial farming 
methods. Over the last few years, while 
many have been campaigning against its 
most extreme manifestations, such as 
genetic engineering, we have neglected to 
look more generally at the effects of the 
corporate takeover of agriculture in the 
UK. Activists have generally seen farmers 
as well-off Land-Rover-driving, ancient- 
hedgerow-trashing subsidy-junkies, best 
known among activists for their collective 
cry of 'git off moi land’ on mass trespasses 
and GM crop actions. Meanwhile, farmers 
have mostly seen activists as a bunch of 
untidy city types telling them how to live 
and invading their land on mass trespasses 
and GM crop actions. 

There is, however, a harsh social and 
economic reality to farming today which 
risks the countryside becoming little more 
than a factory for the superstores, 
interspersed with golf courses and barren 
land. The current foot and mouth outbreak 
will only hasten the demise of the 
smaller and family run farms. If 
trends continue over the next 5 to 
15 years we are likely to see a 
decline in the number of farmers 
from 165,000 to between 8 000 - 
15, 000. This is not just a 
social disaster on a par with 
the death of the coal 
industry, but a cultural 
and environmental 
nightmare for anyone 
who cares about the 
British countryside and the 
people who live there. 

When we start to unpick the 
stereotypes, we find that it is the 
largest 20 per cent of farmers that get 80 


per cent of the subsidies. We also can begin 
to understand that as 
supermarkets pay farmers 
ie less than the cost of 

production for their goods, 

it is no wonder that the 

smaller farmers have become 
totally reliant on subsidies to remain 
solvent. Shockingly, the average yearly 
income for farmers is around £5,000. 
This works out far less than the 
minimum wage. It is also unsurprising 
that farmers are forced into cutting 
environmental corners to make ends meet 
as the more crops you can grow, the more 
subsidies you can claim. Furthermore, 
right from the beginning of the Common 
Agricultural Policy, subsidies have 
encouraged big business to take control of 
agriculture as they are, in effect, money for 
nothing. 

Agribusiness may be considered 
‘efficient’, however it this is because of 
hidden subsidies. We pay for the transport 
infrastructure, cleaning pesticides out of 
our water, extra health care to deal with 
pesticide poisoning and nvCJD. Socially we 
are paying for cheap imports (and the 
consequent increase in ‘food miles’) 
through climate change, rural 
unemployment and depopulation, 
decreased animal welfare, increased risk of 
disease spread (as evidenced by the FMD 
outbreak) and the decreased freshness of 
produce. Can it be 'efficient’ for Britain to 
export and import almost identical 
amounts of butter, some of it from as far 
away as New Zealand? The WTO 

Agreement on Agriculture encourages the 
liberalisation of agriculture, which can 
only lead to further 
unnecesary movement 
of produce. 

With MAFF, the NFU 
and the Countryside Alliance 
decidedly skewed in favour of 

~ the agendas of large landowners 
and industrial farmers, grassroots 

Wicampaigners and direct activists 
AF realised the urgency of making links 
with farmers and exploring the 
‘common ground’ so we can use our 
skills at campaigning and action to 
pressure the corporations and 
highlight the issue to the general 
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i (Tesco, Unilever, etc), investors, banks and 
: law firms. The rest of the respondents are 

i an assortment of individuals, interest 

| groups (from the Confederation of British | 
Industry to the Campaign for Real Ale) and | 
i unions. Of the 60 respondents only eight 

: (including the trade union respondents) 

: argued that wider public interests need to 
: be taken into account. But can one 

: compare numbers in a consultation where 
| there is an initial bias among the 

i respondents for a certain political agenda? 
: However, the DTI's report repeatedly refers | 
: to the number of respondents supporting 

i their reform and in this way avoids dealing 
| with the actual arguments brought forward 
: by the critical voices. 


Merger Reform 


The government is planning to change 
the law regulating the merger of UK 
companies. The core of the proposal is that ! 
mergers should be regulated by 
independent competition authorities, not 
by ministers, and should be assessed only 
on the basis of their effect on competition 
rather than the existing general public 
interest test. This change is scarcely 
surprising; it follows the general trend to 
shift economic policy decisions away from 
publicly accountable politicians to 
independent bodies and equating a free 
market with the public good. 

The proposal claims that 'benefits to 
UK consumers' will be taken into account 
in decisions, but what does this really 
mean? Does taking ‘impact on jobs, 
regional policy, social exclusion, 
environmental issues' into consideration 


benefit the UK consumer? Apparently not: i 
these issues were raised by the few critical : 
: SW1H OET 0207 215 6017 


voices in the consultation and are 
mentioned in the report, but were not 


included in the final proposal. Instead any | 


merger that does not enable ‘the merged 
business to raise prices, reduce choice, or 
operate inefficiently, without being 


punished by the market' is taken to benefit ! 
: linking China and Tibet as part of its plan 
i to 'accelerate economic and social 

! development in the occupied territory. 


the UK consumer. Once again, society is 
buying power - people are acknowledged 
only as consumers, not workers or 
communities, and companies are merely 
sellers of goods, not employers or the 
‘corporate neighbours’ their advertising 
would have us believe. 

Sounds a bit odd? Not when you know 
that about half of the 60 respondents in 
the consultation are large corporations 


i (cont. from page 1) 

i public to help bring about real change in 

' food production and the way we treat the 
‘land. 

: An exploratory meeting took place on 
13th March in Oxford, with the foot and 

' mouth crisis making the issue all the more 
i pressing. It brought together around 30 
‘activists from across the country and 
iseveral key progressive farmers, although 
foot and mouth kept away other farmers 
‘who had been hoping to attend. 

: A large dose of tact was required on all 
isides, and everyone obliged, with the 
‘happy result that no injuries were 
‘incurred, a lot of stereotypes were 
challenged, and a plethora of ideas 
‘emerged for forging links; for example 
{highlighting the fact that supermarkets 

i screw farmers by paying below the cost of 
' production, and also looking into MAFF 
‘and the NFU and how they have 

i systematically ensured that small farmers 

' continue to go out of business, making way 
for corporate agribusiness. 


i For further information: 

: www.dti.gov.uk/cacp/cp/summary.htm 
i Paula Mallick, Merger Reform, 

: Competition Policy Directorate, 


Department of Trade and Industry, 
Room 642, 1 Victoria Street, London, 


Opening up Tibet 


After 50 years of discussing the 


logistics, plans are underway for the 


Chinese government to build a railway 


Obviously, the plan would also assist with 


| China's attempt to exterminate Tibet and 
! its people by 'reinforcing unity among 

: various ethnic groups’. 
| corporations are believed to be lining up 
: for the contracts. Lets hope that geology 
: outsmarts them. Engineers are already 


Europe-based 


No-one is under the illusion that an 
alliance between farmers and activists is 
going to be easy to put into practice, but it 
was agreed that we should meet again, and 
carry our ideas and inspiration back to our 
respective communities. We can provide 
assistance to anyone wanting to organise 
local activist/farmer gatherings. 

The International Day of Action for 
Farmers’ Struggle against GMOs and 
Patents called by Via Campesina on April 
17th could provide a focus for further 
action, as might the agribusiness-oriented 
‘Global Agriculture 2020: Which Way 
Forward?’ conference at the John Innes 
Centre, Norwich, from 18th -20th April. 
See the diary for more information. 


If you're interested in getting involved, 
contact Lucy or Pippa at Corporate 
Watch. 

(lucy @corporatewatch.org, 
pippa@corporatewatch.org) We also 
plan to put together briefings on 
corporate agribusiness in the UK and 
start an email list. 


: expressing doubts that the terrain will 
: support such an enormous feat. 
: Guardian 10/02/01 


Funding logging 


| The UK's Natwest bank and Prudential are 
: helping to destroy some of the world's 

i prime old forest. The Prudential Insurance 
: Company is a major shareholder in Boise 

: Cascade, the American forestry giant and 

i the generosity of the Natwest bank (and 


others), finances Boise's dubious activities 


i in the Amazon, South East Asia and 

: Canada. They are responsible for 

: deforesting an area the size of Luxembourg 
: each year. 

i EcoNet, IGC Internet 

: http://headlines.igc.apc.org 08/03/01 

: www.focusonfinance.org/Boisecascade.ht 


BP and US threat to 


: Arctic and its people 


With George Bush, self-confessed 
ak sceptic, ensconced in the White 
: House the threat of oil exploration in the 
| Arctic wilderness looms closer. BP has 


i : previously lobbied the US government to 

: open up the Arctic National Wildlife refuge 
: and has already begun building ice roads to 
: Northstar Island where it wants to drill 30 
i oil wells. Only a vote by BP's shareholders 
: 2 years ago prevented them from pushing 

: ahead. Instead they wanted to see more 

: investment in renewables such as solar 

| power. However, BP has recently spent 

: more on upgrading its corporate image 

: than on alternative energy. 


The indigenous Gwich'in people have 


: been battling against the proposed 
‘(cont.frompage1) No-one is under the illusion that an | destruction of their livelihood for the past 

: ten years. The irony is that the US 

: Geological Survey think there is only 6 

: months of useful oil beneath the tundra. 

| EcoNet IGC Internet, Gwich'in Nation 

: Fights for Cultural Survival Against Arctic 
i Drilling, Steven C Dinero, 12/03/01 


New GM crop trials 


i There will be ninety six trials this spring - 

: and no safety zones to protect 

' neighbouring conventional or organic 

: crops. Government ministers admit that 

i contamination will happen by up to 1% but 
: the Scottish Crop Research Institute says it 
: is more likely to be 5%. Apparently the 

' purpose of the trials is to observe cross- 

i pollination between GM and non GM crops 
' and the effect on wild flora and fauna. So 

i the large scale UK experiment continues 

: out in the massive open countryside 

: laboratory! 

: Guardian 07/02/01 For trial locations and 


! more info, visit www.gm-info.org.uk 


Babylcn hath been a aoln ap in tre Ions hard, thet neck all the earth darken: the nations hae darken of her 
wine; ee te ritis ae md Æi 51:68 


Religious Nuts 


‘Belief in consumer brands has replaced : 
religious faith as the thing that gives! 
purpose to people's lives, according to: 
Young and Rubicam, one of the world's: 
biggest advertising agencies. “Brands are: 


the new religion. People are turning to them : 
for meaning.” There could be some truth in } 
this. Who hasn't looked at the salary of an: 
average mega-brand CEO, only to exclaim : 


‘Jesus Christ!’. Financial Times March 1 


For a sideways twist on the 


latest political news, take a 
look at Wwwsptromthis:com 


Blackpool hits the crackpot: 


‘Desperate to halt its decline as a traditional : 


seaside town and beset by social problems... 


Blackpool is pondering a plan that would : 
turn it into an American-style gambling : 
resort and provide a new source of funds to : 
tackle local deprivation: Pharaoh's Palace - ; 
a casino with 2,500 slot machines, 70: 
gaming tables and a 500 bed hotel. There : 
would be plenty of projects to which i 
gambling revenue could be allocated, says : 


Playing Footsie 


Optimistic types were no doubt initially ; 


overjoyed at February's announcement : 
that the FTSE has blasphemed against the : 
god of the free market and is introducing a } 
Called : 
‘FTSE4good’ (sick), the new index is ; 
supposed to provide a guide for ethical : 
Good idea, you may think, an } 
index without all the planet-trashers, child- : 
labour exploiters, dictator-arse-lickers and : i 


‘socially responsible’ index. 


investors. 


Natural Born Sponsors? | 


Visitors’ chins were hitting the floor at the! : 
Natural History Museum when they noticed į 
sponsors of the: 
Environment exhibition - Rio Tinto and BP. į 
Dr Robert Bloomfield, head of public: 
programmes, explained, 'the museum very : 
carefully assessed its relationship with these : 
organisations, and indeed, we routinely do į 
environmental audits of all potential : 
partner relationships with the museum... 
Environmental auditors regard BP and Rio: 
Tinto as relatively enlightened companies 


the names of the 


with clear environmental policies.’ 


Dr Bloomfield went on to say further details : 
of the museum's environment policy are in į 
the official guide book - available free with : 


every 10 gallons of BP four star. 


Dont call us 


i i ‘Consumer finance company GE Capital is 
: outsourcing call centre work to where call 


‘Thy, Tey, Thy, 
EEE 


J: centre workers will earn as little as £115 a 


: month. Under the new plan, around 2.5 


J į million customers making an enquiry on 


Sue Wright, council social services chair. 


: There is a shortage of affordable housing, 


pressure on services for children and the 
elderly and a need to improve local 
transport.’ 

It'll make a change. Our essential services 


of one-armed bandits - instead of the 


Guardian Society, February 21 


in green shirts 


general corporate baddies. 
companies, 


seems to be a kind of 'greenwash and go' 


‘ethical’ as a niche market 


casino would consider a bit dodgy. 


: their Debenhams, Top Shop, Dorothy 
i Perkins or Burton storecard could be 
: speaking to an operator based in India." 

: (Fusion Magazine dec 2000 - house mag 

: of finance union UNIFI) 

: So, while the government continues to 
į demonise ‘economic migrants’, companies 
: employ them anyway, but only if they stay at 
: home where the British minimum wage 
; doesn't apply. It gets worse. In February the 
: Daily Mail reported that Indian call centre 
i staff have been asked to 'change their names 
? so customers can pronounce them easier". 
: Actually why bother with a name - surely a 
: number would suffice? By the way if you're 
: having difficulty with the name of the 
: director of GE Capital here's some advice - 
: it's two syllables, pronounced 'wan-kuh'. 
and social fabric become the responsibility : 


In Ford we Carbon Trust 


Westminster based two-armed variety. : 
: The chair of one of the UK's biggest motor 


: companies is now in charge of a body aimed 
: at cutting carbon emissions. Ian McAllister, 


Okay, it's not ichairman and managing director of Ford 
revolutionary, but it's a start - except that : Motor Company Limited, nes accepted whe 
the criteria permit half the FTSE’s current ; mytanon to De mars Chairman or the 
including BP, Shell and : Carbon Trust. It is aimed at promoting low 

Monsatan, to qualify. To put it another ; carbo K erases and development, and 
way, the criteria are a pile of pants. There ; helping business invest in energy efficient, 
: : low carbon technologies and practices. 


‘ : While 
philosophy at work - attempts to appear : : : 
responsible are mistaken for the real thing: : environmental credentials the Company 
PR washes greener than green. But you'd : does not intend halting production of its 
have to be really cynical argue that the : highly profitable, highly polluting Spor t 
FTSE is simply jumping on the corporate : utility vehicles (SUVs). John Prescott said 
responsibility bandwagon - corralling the : Ford's coñimitment should, Deg Wake-up 
while call for UK business to take the threat of 

maintaining the myth that it's okay to run ; climate change Re mous Proving ae 
the global economy on rules a backstreet į 284". he really is ete of- hotvair 
: ; emissions. ENS internet news 


Ford has been asserting its 


Drug addicts 


The pharmaceutical industry is always: 
presented as a bunch of benign folk in white ; 
coats, dedicating their lives to selfless: 
: pure cash’. 
Yet reading the Financial Times, you'd} 
: think it was actually a ruthless cash-crazed : 
conspiracy to milk the ill until they die. Try ; 
these Pharma-boss quotes from an article į 
about Aventis. 'Aventis is not just the sum: 
: of its two parts. This is a completely į 


research, often 'for children with cancer.' 


different baby.' 'We have what we never 
had before, the muscle to turn our products 
into blockbusters.’ 'We love the tail - it's 
"We are definitely getting a 
bigger bang for our buck’. 

The article goes on to claim that 'projects 
with limited commercial potential have 
been culled.’ Surely it won't be long before 
Big Pharma sues for misrepresentation? 
Financial Times March 2 
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‘The number of cancer cases is increasing steadily all over the globe: in many countries, including Russia , the 
percentage of newborns with birth defects is also growing: All these events may be the results of the nuclear industry's 
activities =: An industry which is killing and maiming this growing number of innocent people = and all in the name of 
‘benefiting’ society = is totally unacceptable? Adapted from: ‘Public health and the envionment: Victims of the nuclear age’, Prof 


Alexey v: Yablokov» Full text available at http://www-igczorg/gadtly/tussia/yablokovshtm 


The New Russ 


Radiactwve rubbtsh+tp for the Western world 


A tangled web of corrupt Russian ministers, 
powerful members of the US miitary and 
security elite, a prominent American 
envronmental organisation, global PR 
companies and the nuclear industry, spurred 
on by the prospect of a pie of cash, is on 
the brink of turning Russia nto a dumping 
ground for the world's nuclear waste: 
Despite massive opposition from the Russian 
people, the Russian parliament is poised 
make a change in legislation that paves the 
way for a deadly global trade in high level 
nuclear waste: Olaf Bayer nvestigates... 


The Problem 


One of the nuclear power industry's 
greatest failures is its inability to develop a 
safe method for the long term storage, or 
disposal, of its spent nuclear fuel. 
Approximately 220,000 metric tonnes of 
spent nuclear fuel have been created since 
the 1950s . But despite not having a clue 
what to do with its waste, the nuclear 
industry seems content to bury its head in 
the sand and carry on with business as 
usual. 

The global stockpile of spent nuclear 
fuel continues to grow by approximately 
10,000 metric tonnes per year’. As well as 
being highly radioactive, this spent fuel 
contains weapons-grade plutonium. 
Storage of this material is an expensive and 
politically sensitive problem. The prospect 
of offloading it onto a third party who will 
take it away and deal with it is an 
opportunity governments would jump at. 

Recent attempts to develop centralised 
repositories for nuclear waste in the 
Australian outback, Sweden and Canada 
have failed. A US plan to build a waste 
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repository at Yucca Mountain in Nevada is 
facing mounting opposition and seems 
unlikely to go ahead. The most recent 
schemes are US-backed Russian initiatives 
to import thousands of tonnes of spent 
nuclear fuel to Russia. 


The Market 


Minatom, the Russian State nuclear 
agency, is keen to be the first to cash in on 
what it sees as new global market in 
commercial nuclear waste storage. It is 
pushing the Russian parliament to change 
environmental law to allow the import- 
ation, disposal and reprocessing of foreign 
nuclear waste. Selling the plan to the 
Russian Parliament, Minatom head Evgeny 
Adamov claimed 'French Cogema and 
BNFL are constantly trying to push us out 
of the market not only of nuclear fuel 
supplies, but from the spent fuel market as 
well. Therefore if we don't pass the draft 
today everything we are talking about will 
go to BNFL and Westinghouse.” An initial 
vote has gone overwhelmingly in favour of 
the proposed amendments. A second vote 
is due to take place on March 22nd and is 
expected to pass. 

The idea of promoting Russia as a 
repository for nuclear waste was initiated 
in 1998 by an American organisation called 
The Non-Proliferation Trust (NPT). The 
NPT aim to acquire 6,000 metric tonnes of 
spent nuclear fuel from various countries. 
This waste would then be transported to 
Russia for storage for up to 40 years. The 
NPT hope to raise up to $12 billion 
through this process. Beyond covering 
their costs this money would be spent on 
the construction of a permanent repository 
for the waste, decontamination of Russia's 
nuclear sites, nuclear non-proliferation 
activities, and social and environmental 
schemes within Russia. 

The NPT is set up as a not for profit 
organisation and owned by 3 US charitable 
trusts: the Minatom Development Trust, 
the Russian Environmental Trust and the 
Russian Humanitarian Trust. Its board of 
directors is made up of extremely senior 
and influential figures in US nuclear, 
military and security service circles. They 
include General P.X. Kelly (former 
Commandant U.S. Marine Corps); Admiral 
Bruce DeMars (formerly director of the US 
Navy nuclear propulsion program, head of 
the US nuclear submarine fleet and head of 
the US Navy reactor programme); Dr 
William von Raab (formerly customs 
commissioner under the Reagan adminis- 
tration); and Admiral Daniel J. Murphy 


(former commander of the US Navy Sixth 
fleet, deputy director of the CIA and chief 
of staff for George Bush senior when he 
was vice-president). He is currently vice 
chairman of global PR firm Hill and 
Knowlton. Other figures in the NPT are 
William Webster (chief trustee of Minatom 
Development Trust) former head of both 
the FBI and CIA and Thomas Cochren 
(chief trustee of Russian Environmental 
Trust) currently director of the US Natural 
Resources Defence Council (NRDC). 

But what do they stand to gain from the 
proposed project? Jeffery St. Clair in his 
article 'Hot Property, Cold Cash’, suggests 
the NPT proposal is strongly backed by 
senior figures in the US State Department, 
as a way of shoring up the floundering 
Russian economy and preventing the 
disintegration of their defence and nuclear 
forces. It is also unlikely that those invol- 
ved in the NPT will be personally out of 
pocket from the scheme. While officially a 
non-profit making organisation, some 
sources estimate the NPT stands to make 
up to $1.2 billion’, 


The fndustry 


In an attempt to pre-empt opposition, 
within Russia and elsewhere, the NPT have 
embarked on an elaborate PR campaign 
advised by global greenwash giant, Burson 
Marsteller. From the outset they have 
been very careful to combine what is 
essentially a foreign policy (and money 
making) enterprise, with overtly 
environmentally and socially beneficial 
projects in Russia. 

The NPT's scheme has prepared the 
ground for a much more wide-ranging and 
frightening plan proposed by Minatom. 
With none of the NPT’s much hyped 
environmental and social responsibilities, 
this proposal would allow for Russia to 
import 20,500 tonnes of spent fuel for 
storage, disposal and reprocessing. 
Minatom hopes to earn US$21 billion from 
the scheme, half of it clear profit’. 

Not only does reprocessing lead to the 
generation of greater volumes of nuclear 
waste, but it is envisaged that revenue 
raised from waste importation will be used 
to fund the rejuvenation of Russia’s 
nuclear power industry. As part of 
ongoing non-proliferation negotiations 
Russia has agreed to dispose of part of its 
stock of weapons grade plutonium by 
converting it into mixed-oxide fuel (MOX) 
to be burnt in commercial reactors. In 
another money making scam Minatom are 
proposing to lease MOX to commercial 
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Moscow:demonstfation against waste import{plans (Svet. 


reactors abroad, with the waste being 
shipped back to Russia for reprocessing or 
disposal. Discussions are underway in the 
EU regarding funding new MOX facilities 
in Russia through the European Bank for 
Reconstruction and Development (EBRD). 
The EBRD has a reputation for funding 
dodgy nuclear schemes in eastern Europe 
such as the construction of the Tremlin 
nuclear power plant in the Czech Republic. 

The strongest proponent of both the 
NPT and Minatom schemes has been 
Yevgeny Adamov, Minister for Atom 
Energy. A recent Russian anti-corruption 
enquiry has exposed Adamov's extensive 
history of illegal business activities®. 
Supposedly forbidden from having private 
business interests, Adamov is involved 
with a string of private companies, notably 
setting up a US registered management 
and consultancy company, Omeka Ltd, in 
1994. Omeka has contracts with Tekhsnab- 
export, the import arm of Minatom, and 
stands to profit substantially from 
importing billions of dollars of nuclear 
waste. 


The Protest 


There has been widespread outcry at 
the prospect of Russia becoming a dump 
ground for the world's nuclear waste. On 
January 15th thousands of people across 
Russia took to the streets in demos, pickets 
and street theatre as part of an ‘Anti- 
Nuclear Resistance’ day of action. Russian 
regional authorities have also condemned 
the proposals. Over 2.5 million signatures 
were collected by environmental groups 
calling for a referendum on the import of 
foreign nuclear waste. 2 million signatures 
are needed to force a referendum under 
Russian law, but the Central Election 
Committee rejected over 700,000 of the 
votes, blocking the referendum. The 


Russian state 
seems intent on 
ignoring public 
opinion and 
pushing the new 
legislation through 
regardless. 

The blocking of 
the referendum 
comes as Russian 
environmental and 
human rights 
activists are 
suffering an 
increasing level of 
state oppression, in 
what they see as 
deliberate attempts 
to marginalise and 
outlaw them. 
Russian anti- 
nuclear activists 
| have been targeted 
by the police and 
FSB (successor to 
the KGB). In 1998 
Aleksander Nikitin 
was charged with 
treason and spying 
for co-writing a 
report on the 
nuclear hazards 
posed by the 
J Russian Northern 
Fleet. The charges were later dropped. In 
1999 police, acting on behalf of the FSB, 
‘warned' Vladimir Slivyak, founder of 
Ecodefense and prominent member of the 
Social Ecological Union, and threatened to 
fit him up on terrorism charges. In the 
same year the apartments of 2 anti-nuclear 
activists were raided. 


The New Problem 

The idea of commercially importing 
foreign nuclear waste to Russia should be 
opposed on several levels. It will make 
Russia's environmental problems worse. 
Even if the NPT's nuclear clear-up schemes 
are implemented to their fullest extent, the 
fact remains that importing thousands of 
tonnes of spent nuclear fuel is going to be 
an environmental nightmare. The NPT 
scheme, although suggesting that waste 
should only be stored, not reprocessed, 
only accounts for the storage of waste for 
40 years. The waste will remain lethally 
radioactive for millennia. Reprocessing is 
possible under the NPT scheme, and a 
certainty under the Minatom scheme. 
Waste reprocessing is the dirtiest stage of 
the nuclear fuel cycle, releasing radioactive 
liquids and gases, and multiplying the 
volume of waste. Existing nuclear facilities 
at Krasnoyarsk and Mayak are the most 
likely sites for storage and reprocessing. 
Both facilities have appalling safety records 
which can only worsen with the arrival of 
thousands of tons of imported waste. 

Both schemes will hugely increase the 
frequency of international nuclear trans- 
ports, an inherently dangerous process. 
Greenpeace draws particular attention to 
the danger posed by transport using 
Russia's crumbling rail network’. 

Rather than preventing the spread of 
bomb making materials, both the NPT and 
Minatom proposals have serious 


implications for the proliferation of these 
materials. Part of the NPT proposal 
involves taking control of 50 tons of 
weapons grade plutonium. This would set 
a dangerous precedent by placing bomb 
making materials in the hands of a private 
company. MOX fuel production in Russia 
and its transport around the world also 
have worrying implications for weapons 
proliferation. As a fairly stable plutonium 
rich compound, MOX is an ideal source for 
terrorists or governments wishing to 
acquire plutonium for weapons building’. 
At the root of this whole saga is the 
ultimate 'not in my backyard’ philosophy. 
The opening of Russian borders to imports 
of foreign nuclear waste will allow nuclear 
power producers to rid themselves of one 
of their biggest headaches. If they can 
dump their problems now, the industry 
will get a whole new opportunity to 
develop new projects and multiply the 
waste it produces. It will be disposed of in 
a distant country that is widely perceived 
as a bit of a nuclear hell hole anyway (some 
more won't hurt) in return for a lump sum 
of cash. Corrupt Russian officials, aided 
and abetted by some of the most powerful 
men in US military and security circles, are 
selling the Russian people down the river 
for $1.5 million a ton. It will effectively 
enable nuclear power utilities the world 
over to bribe the government of an 
economically desperate nation into taking 
the world's nuclear waste despite the 
opposition of their people. Russia will be 
living with the legacy of the world's nuclear 
waste long after any possible short-term 
financial rewards have disappeared. 


Further Reading 

Greenpeace taternational's Nuclear pages 
at www:greenpeace:0rg 

The evi NPT's homepage at 
http+//mptinternational:com 

An excellent series of essays on the 
globalisation of the nuclear tadustry from 
‘Nuclear Monitor magazine at 

wwwsi ts :0re/globalization/globehome 


Contact: Socio-Ecological Union (SEW) 
Moscow seu-*press@online:tu View copies 
of thei newsletter at wwwrigc:0re/gadfly 


Additional research by: Pippa Gallop 
Thanks to: Xanthe Bevis 


ł Figures from 'tmporting Radioactive Waste 
to Russia » a deadly business’ Greenpeace 
international 9:40:00 

2 Y: Adamovy, speaking at the 68th Plenary 
Session of the State Duma of the Russian 
Federation, 22:42:2000, 

wwwrm iatom stu/english/presscenter/docu 
ment/news/ 

3 J+ St Clair and A: Cockburn 'Hot Cargo’ in 
Nature amd Politics, 29, 9, 99: 
wwwreatthestate:org/04+2/NaturePol tics htm 
4 figures from Greenpeace international 
briefing 'tmporting Radioactive Waste to 
Russiara deadly business’: 9,40,00 

5 Greenpeace intermational press release, 
‘Greenpeace Reveals Documents Proving 
Corruption By Russia’ 2:23:04: 
wwwrgreenpeace:0rg/pressreleases/mucwaste 
/2004mar2:htm 

© Greenpeace international briefing ‘Russia 
importing Nuclear Waste For Final Disposal 
and Reprocessing’ T: Muemchmeyer and S+ 
Burnie, 9:3:2000: 

7 Greenpeace international briefing ‘The 
Disarmament Myth of Plutonium Fuel 
Production’, Ts Muenchmeyer and S+ Burnie, 
March 200% 
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CAMPAIGNS 


Rising Tide - Action 
for Climate Justice 


90% cuts in fares now! On March 
25th the 90% for 90% campaign was 
launched. The campaign invites people to 
find creative ways to demand a 90% cut in 
public transport fares as a vital step to 
achieving 90% cuts in emissions. Actions 
are being planned throughout the year. 

Roadshow. Throughout May and the 
first two weeks of June the Climate Chaos 
Roadshow is coming to town offering a 
potent cocktail of talk, theatre, comedy, 
and videos to entertain, inform and 
empower. There may still be a few slots 
free for events- so if you want to host the 
roadshow call Mel on 0161 273 8516. 

Spread the message! There will be 
an all day speaker training in Oxford on 
June 9th. We are asking everyone 


Scorched Earth + get 
big oil out of Sudan 


In a report published lasst month, 
Christian Aid called on oil companies to 
suspend their operations in Sudan, and for 
oil giants BP and Shell to divest their 
shares in companies whose parent 
corporation is complicit in atrocities in 
Sudan. The report ‘The scorched earth: oil 
and war in Sudan’, presents eyewitness 
testimony showing that Sudanese 
government forces and sponsored militias 
are mounting a systematic 'scorched earth’ 
strategy in the oilfields where foreign 
companies operate. 

Since the completion of the oil pipeline 
two years ago, Sudan has become a net oil 
exporter - earning enough to pay for the 
estimated $1 million a day it spends on the 
war. Sudan's 18-year civil war, in which 
two million people have died, is now 
fuelled by oil revenues. British companies 


attending to perform a minimum of three 
speaking engagements (we can help you to 
find them). Call Jo on 01865 241 097 

COP 6.5 The pathetic COP (out) 
governmental climate talks which proved so 
utterly crap in November in The Hague drag 
on. The next meeting is in Bonn, Germany 
from 16th-28th July and the European 
networks are gearing up. A British 
contingent will attend, so come along and 
express your anger. COP 7 in November is in 
Marrakesh, Morocco; a country unlikely to 
tolerate much street protest!. There will also 
be events in Britain during the first week. 

Web page- details of the above, 
contacts, news, updates and MUCH MUCH 
MORE are on the spanking new web site 
www.risingtide.org.uk. 
Contact: Mel 0161 2738516 or George 
on 01865 244746 
weathersave @netscapeonline.co.uk 


directly involved in multi-million contracts 
in Sudan include Rolls Royce (engines for 
the pipeline and engineers) and Weir of 
Glasgow (pumps for pumping stations). 
Indirectly, BP and Shell are involved 
through their shareholdings in two CNPC 
subsidiaries, PetroChina and Sinopec. BP 
invested $578 million in PetroChina in 
March 2000 when it was floated on the 
New York Stock Exchange; BP, Shell and 
ExxonMobil together invested $1.83billion 
in Sinopec in October 2000. This report 
follows BP's refusal to accept shareholder 
resolutions questioning its 2.2 per cent 
holding in PetroChina. PetroChina 
operates in Tibet and is indirectly linked to 
Sudan through its parent corporation, the 
Chinese state-owned China National 
Petroleum Corporation (CNPC), which is a 
major operator in an oil area of intense 
human rights violations. 

Contact: Christian Aid (Dominic Nutt) 
0207 523 2427 dnutt@christian-aid.org 


Genetix Roundup™ 


GM animal feed campaigners have been 
celebrating a significant victory following 
the announcements by Tesco and Asda that 
they are going GM-free on their own-brand 
poultry and eggs by the summer and on 
red meat later this year. Iceland is already 
GM-feed free and Marks and Sparks are 
making moves to get rid of it. Action 
pressure has shifted to Sainsbury's, who 
are so far intransigent. Could this have 
anything to do with notoriously-pro-GM 
New Labour minister Lord Sainsbury 
sucking up to his chums in the biotech 
industry? 

On February 22, herds of cows invaded 
five Sainsbury's depots around the country 
to try to prevent the movement of 
unlabelled GM-fed animal products. 
Lorries were stopped with people locking 
on underneath or climbing on top, with 
one group's blockade lasting until late 
evening. At an action in Watford, one 
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driver had a fit of mad cow disease when 


told someone was under his truck and tried 


to drive off - with a protester D-locked to 
the chassis by his neck! Luckily the cow 
escaped with minor injuries. Around 
twenty people were arrested, mainly for 
aggravated trespass. 

In Liverpool, local activists have been 
keeping up the pressure on grain trader 
Cargill (see Corporate Watch briefing 
‘Control Freaks’) which is restricting the 
supply of non-GM products by refusing to 
segregate GM from non-GM in most of the 
soya and maize it processes. A week of 
action early in March saw extensive 
awareness-raising in Bootle, location of 
Cargill's main UK plant. 


Contact: Genetic Engineering Network 
(GEN) info@genetix.freeserve.co.uk 
www.dmac.co.uk/gen.html More 
info: www.gm-info.org.uk 


Urgent appeal from the 
Cointreau Workers’ 
Union in Haiti 


Check out the Cointreau web site, and read 
how they grow bitter oranges in the 
Caribbean, how the peel is separated from 
the pulp by hand, dried in the sun, and 
then shipped to the Cointreau distillery in 
Angers, France where it blended with 
water and alcohol to a recipe unchanged 
for 150 years. What the web site won't tell 
you is that the workers in Haiti who so 
carefully separate the peel from the pulp 
must endure pay and conditions that are 
also unchanged in almost 150 years. 

At the Cointreau plant in the north of 
Haiti, men and women labour all day to 
make a minimum wage equivalent to about 
£1.03. The factory is in a squalid condition 
- toilets and showers are disgusting. 
Working without gloves or protective 
clothing, the workers are soaked in the 
orange spray and inhale the citric acid 
vapor - fingernails are corroded away, and 
lung complications are common. The 
workers have formed a union to press for 
basic rights, but Cointreau's Haitian 
managers are refusing to even enter 
negotiations with the union. 

Please write to Dominique Hériard 
Dubreuil, chair of Rémy Cointreau. There 
is currently no threat of a boycott of 
Cointreau products. Just ask Rémy 
Cointreau to instruct its managers to 
recognise the Union's right to begin 
negotiations, and express your hope that 
meaningful negotiations regarding the 
Union's demands will start immediately. 
Dominique Hériard Dubreuil, Rémy 
Cointreau, 152, avenue des Champs- 
Elysées, 75008 Paris, FRANCE 


Women march 
on Whitehall 


The second Global Women's Strike on 
March 8 saw female activists across the 
world demonstrating for a series of 
humanitarian demands. In London, 
hundreds of women endured the rain to 
join a march through Whitehall demanding 
deinvestment in military budgets, pay 
equity for all, workplace rights, the 
abolition of Third Word debt, accessible 
services, non-destructive energy and 
technology and asylum from persecution. 
Check out the multilingual website at 
http://womenstrike8m.server101.com/ 
Contact: Crossrroads Women’s 
Centre 230a Kentish Town Road, 
London NW5 2AB 0207 482 2496 


Back issues of Corporate Watch are still 
available - Newsletter 1 - 50p, Magazine 
Issues 9-12 (Corporate Man, Planning and 
Development, Climate Change, Water) 
£2.50, earlier issues £2. Issues 2 and 4 are 
now out of print. 


GATS - update 


Since being featured in the 
last newsletter, campaigningon a pull 
the General Agreement on Trade * the 
in Service (GATS) has shifted into æ plug 
high gear. As GATS negotiators * 
gathered in Geneva forthe next æ on 
round of talks on 19 March, * GATS 
organisations representing : 
30 countries from Africa, ji 
Asia, Europe, North and 
South America launched an ¥% 
international campaign to 
‘stop the GATS attack’ Already i 


more than 200 groups from over 
40 countries have signed on to a statement 
calling for a moratorium to the new negotiations. 
They want GATS to be the subject of broad 
public debate with a thorough and independent 
assessment before new negotiations continue. 

The same day, UK campaigners from WDM 
and student group People and Planet 
demonstrated at regional offices of the 
Department of Trade and Industry. In Cardiff, 
they staged a tug-of-war with big business against 
poor countries and public services, refereed by 
the WTO. In the interest of a level playing field, 
the ref forced those on the poor countries/service 
industries side to tug standing on one leg and 
holding the rope with one hand. Unsurprisingly, 
big business won. (no bias there, of course the 
WTO is a fair referee...) 

At Westminster, 170 MPs from all the main 
parties have signed an Early Day Motion calling 
for an "Independent and thorough assessment" 
of the impact of this important and far-reaching 
agreement on key services in the UK and in 
developing countries. In the Scottish Parliament, 
a motion on GATS is the longest running in the 
Parliament. It has been signed by a majority of 
the eligible MSPs. 

Negotiations start in earnest on 26 March 
when the Council on Trade in Services (the WTO 
secretariat with responsibility for GATS) meets 
for a three day stock taking session. They are 
attemping to conclude negotiations around the 
procedures and guidelines that have been the 
focus of negotiations since the launch of GATS 
2000 in February last year. The EU and US have 
championed controversial elements to accelerate 
the process of liberalisation and erode the 
voluntary elements of GATS. These include 
constructing ‘clusters’ of services to be liberalised 
simultaneously and reclassifying services - Enron 
Corporation has been lobbying hard in the US for 
oil drilling to be classified as a service. Efforts 
have also been made to break down sensitive 
sectors such as health and education to make 
opening up parts of them to the free market 
more politically palatable. 


Contact: GATS campaign, World 
Development Movement 25 Beehive Place, 
London SW9 7QR 

Tel: 020 7737 6215 

Email: wdm@wdm.org.uk 

People and Planet, 51 Union Street, Oxford 
OX4 1JP 01865 245678 
people@peopleandplanet.org 
www.peopleandplanet.org/tradejustice 


Pharming Crisi 


39 of the world's biggest pharmaceutical 
companes are taking the South African 
government to court to stop South Africans 
recewing cheap drugs: # they win, 
thousands more people wil de unecessariy: 
$£ this malice or just market madness? 
Corporate Watch investigates: 


The central issue is a law which allows the 
health service to buy cheaper generic 
versions of patented drugs if there is a 
health emergency or the drugs are ‘unaf- 
fordable'. Generic drugs can be 95% or 
more cheaper than the brand-name 
versions - the difference is mostly made up 
of drug company profits. 

The court case centres on AIDS drugs 
for the 10% of South Africans who are HIV- 
positive - at present, very few patients or 
healthcare providers can afford the drugs, 
which the director of the health ministry 
claims are actually more expensive than 
they would be in Europe. The law would 
also cover treatments for other killer 
diseases such as TB and malaria, and (to 
the disgust of the corporations) includes a 
ban on the practice of bribing doctors to 
prescribe brand-name medicines rather 
than cheaper alternatives. According to 
the companies bringing the case, banning 
such 'commission' is an interference with 
free trade, though this is unlikely to cut 
much ice with those dying for lack of 
affordable treatment. 

The court case began in Pretoria on 5th 
March, amid protests against pharma- 
ceutical companies around the world, but 
was adjourned two days later when the 
judge ordered the companies to reveal 
their pricing policies, giving them six 
weeks to collect evidence. The manufact- 
urers allege that excessive mark-ups by 
retailers are responsible for the high cost of 
drugs in South Africa, so the judge has 
called their bluff. It is not yet clear 
whether they will comply with the request. 

In the mean time, the case is turning 
into a public relations disaster. For once, 
the situation is so clear-cut, and the inter- 
national reaction so strong, even Western 
governments are getting attacks of 
conscience - the EU, after initially backing 
the drug companies' case, has now pulled 
out, and even the US, under the new Bush 
administration, has admitted that South 
Africa is probably acting legally. At the 
time of going to press, the drug companies 
are falling over each other in a rush to 
launch PR initiatives to preserve their 
fading public image: Merck and Glaxo- 
SmithKline have dropped prices (in places) 
while Bristol-Myers-Squibb, responding 
mainly to pressure from students at Yale 
University, has announced it will not 
pursue patent breaches by South African 
companies producing the AIDS drug d4T, 
which BMS licence from Yale. This is less 
significant than it sounds as the company 
offering to produce a cheap generic version 
of d4T is based in India. 

It's not even as if the pharmaceutical 


companies stand to gain a large amount of 
money, or are at risk of being unable to 
fund further research. The markets in 
question are tiny - for example in 1999 
only around 3% of Glaxo Wellcome's 
turnover came from the whole of Africa 
and the Middle East - South Africa itself is 
thus a financially insignificant market. In 
any case, drug companies don't actually do 
all that much research: much of the work is 
done in universities and other public 
institutions who then licence companies to 
produce their discoveries commercially, 
giving the university a share of the profits. 
The major pharmaceutical companies now 
spend around twice as much on marketing 
as research and development. The AIDS 
drugs at issue in South Africa are relatively 
old and their development costs already 
paid off - the only remaining cost for the 
companies is the relatively small one of 
actually producing the drugs, so their profit 
per unit is enormous. 

The patents issue means this isn't even 
an everyday story of the free market killing 
poor people - rather, the patent system 
restricts the free market in such a way as to 
increase prices. While originally designed 
to encourage research and development by 
protecting inventors’ rights to market their 
discoveries, current international patent 
law, under the terms of Trade Related 
Intellectual Property Rights (TRIPs) allows 
companies to keep exclusive rights over 
drugs long after the start-up costs have 
been paid for. This allows them to keep 
charging high prices when even a free 
market (let alone a sense of social justice) 
would have let cheaper competitors in to 
sell the now-established product. The drug 
companies, in other words, are trying to 
protect a privileged market position which 
permits them abnormal profits at the cost 
of thousands of lives. To add to the irony, 
if the big companies sold their drugs at the 
prices charged by generic producers, their 
total turnover and profits in Africa would 
probably increase as so many more people 
would be able to afford them. Of course, it 
is not the small Southern markets that 
bother them, but the prospect of the legal 
precedent losing them their privileged 
market position in the North. 

It will not surprise regular Corporate 
Watch readers to learn that some of the 
main movers behind TRIPs were the 
biggest drug companies, including Merck, 
Pfizer, Glaxo Wellcome, SmithKline Beecham 
and Eli Lilly. Again, these are some of the 
companies who formed lobby group 
Pharmaceutical Research and 
Manufacturers of America (PhRMA) to 
push the US government to threaten trade 
sanctions against countries which produce 
or import cheaper drugs. 


Contact: Action for South Africa, ACTSA 
Freepost, NW 4464, N1 9BR 
www.actsa.org/HIV_action.html 

See Corporate Watch 10, 'Toxic Drugs are 
good for you' for more on GlaxoSmith- 
Kline's contempt for patients. 
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Claire Short-crust-flan Diary 


global economics, visible 
in her part in the White March 
Paper on Globalisation, Fri 30th - Lifecycles - putting the 'pain' back 
which claims that trade into campaigning The pedal powered Genetix 
deregulation is going to lift road show is the answer to your craving for 
the world's disenfran- glamour, adventure and drizzle. It will be 
chised masses out of touring the South West with videos, info, 
discussions and sequins for three weeks, with 
poverty. the second half devoted to wider issues 
Ms Short was no including globalisation, climate change and 
doubt pleased to note that really silly costumes. Contact: Totnes Genetics 
after the pie-ing there was Group lifecycles@uk.cf 07050 618445 
= a marked Trickle-Down A 
F pri 
A i an i ` ipy a Sun 1st ( April Fools Day ) till May 1st ( 
BS Sany Mayday ) International Month of Pie-rect 
=. —- I oe | - 3 commodities which had action against Capital and State - Dessert the 
wa = i aa a imported into her State in the Lead up to Mayday 
3 j ace. Agent Cwstard www.dessertstorm.org 
A EEEE EE TE EE LEA commented, 'Clare Shorts || Weds 4th Day of action against Sodexho 
Cabinet pudding bananas policies are flying (who administer the voucher system for asylum 
i in the face of ministerial seekers and are involved in building private 
Welsh patisseristas showed their distaste for promises to help the world's poor and protect the prisons) Contact National Coalition of Anti- 
International Development Secretary Claire environment. Our alternative flan of action Deportation Campaigns (NGADEY 110 


Short's bananas policies and pie-ous pronounce- involves policies which stick, while distributing iB A io, Pai Birmingham B20:205,0121 


ments on globalisation recently by presenting her the fruits of the global economy to those who are 
withahi gh Ifirtrade banana pie while she mot desenine. Eyemineses ay Short suffered ee oa en resem one 


was giving at lecture at Bangor University. The a severe failure to her sense of humour after the Tues 17th International Day of Farmer's 

implied home economics lesson was perhaps attack and tried to have a journalist prevented Struggle against GMOs and patents. Organised 

intended to correct Short's obvious failure in from videoing the incident. by Via Campesina, the global organisation of 
small farmers and peasants. www.viacam.org 
Tues 17th - Sat 21st People's Summit against 

Coming soon: Degrees of Involvement Free Trade Area of the Acris (see bow 

This long-awaited Corporate Watch report will soon be available! The drive for universities to form business www.wtoaction.org.ftaa.phtml 

partnerships to fund research is eroding academic freedom. Degrees of Involvment is an in-depth report into the oil and Wed 18th - Fri 20th ‘Global Agriculture 2020: 

gas industry's relationship with the UK universities. It shows how the industry is not only benefiting from universities, but Which Way Forward?' agribusiness conference 

is to a large extent controlling their agenda to satisfy their need for research and recruits. In a society faced with climate at the John Innes Centre, Norwich 

change this is not just a question of academic freedom. It is a question of our future.The 100-page report will cost £7.50 - www, jic.bbsrc.ac.uk/welcome Counter- 


conference planned - contact Corporate Watch 
for details 

Sat 21st CIA (Cambridge in April) Action Day 
against all forms of abuse in Cambridgeshire. 
Sn ne en ee eee eee ` Environmental, human rights, social justice 


e-mail henrik@corporatewatch.org if you are interested (or download free from our website). The 4-page summary is free 
and will be available after Easter - send SAE to Corporate Watch. 
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